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ORDER 

(Rubber Control) 

New Delhi, the 27 th October, J 952 . 

No.30(5)-Plt/52.- In exercise of the powers conferre; 
by sub-section (1) of Section 13 of the Rubber (Productio. 
and Marketing) Act, 1947 (XXIV of 1947), and in supersessio.; 
of the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Commerce and Industry No« S«B«Da 759, dat.ed 
the 21st May 1951, the C«itral Government, after consulting 
the Rubber Price Advisory Committee, hereby fixes with 
effect from the 28th October 1952, for all classes of 
business the following maximum and minimum prices for the 
various grades and qualities of rubber mentioned below: 


F. O. B. COCHIN for lOO lbs. 

Grade and quality of rubber Maximum Adinimum 

Price Price 


Rs. Aa. Pa. Rs.At. Pa. 


Graap I. 

/R. M. A. iX .... 
\R.M.A.l . 

138 

0 

0 

137 

0 

0 

138 

0 

0 

137 

0 

0 



•R. M. A. 2 

136 

8 

0 

135 

8 

a 

Group 2. ' . 

■ • *1 

R. ivL A. 3 ' 

I3S 

0 

0 

134 

0 

0 


^Cuttings No. I . . 

127 

8 

0 

126 

8 

0 


fR. M. A. 4 

131 

8 

0 

130 

8 

0 

Group 3. 

• ■ 1 

R. M. A. S 

127 

3 

0 

126 

8 

0 


.Cuiiiogs No. a . . . 

121 

8 

0 

120 

8 

c* 



■Preco^. ated Crepe. 

143 

3 

0 

142 

8 

0 



Pde'LaSax Crapa IX 

I4I 

8 

0 

140 

8 

0 

Group 4. 

. . - 

Pale tatax Crapa 1 

139 

S 

0 

138 

8 

0 


•Latax Crapa 2 

138 

8 

0 

137 

8 

0 



.Pale Latex Crepe 3 F. A. Q. 

137 

8 

c 

136 

8 

c 


1 

"Estate Brown Crepe iX 

129 

8 

0 

128 

8 

0 

Group 5- 

. . ■! 

Haute Brown Cre^ zX 

126 

8 

0 

125 

S 

0 


Smoked Blanket 

129 

8 

0 

128 

8 

u 



tRemilled Crepe 2 ■■ ■ 

122 

0 

0 

121 

0 

0 



■ EsUte Brown Crepe 3X . 

II8 

8 

0 

117 

8 


Group 6 - 


Remilled Crepe 3 • • • 

116 

8 

0 

ns 

8 



.Rcmilled Crepe 4 

111 

0 

0 

no 

0 


Graap 7. 


Flat Bark . . 

102 

8 

0 

lOl 

8 



35% Koimal-Latex (excluding cost of container) ... 139 00 138 o o 

Plus a pre- Plus a pre¬ 
mium of m. mium of Ra. 

17-8-0 per 17-8-0 per 10.^ 

100 lbs. of lbs. of DKC. 
DRC 

50 to 55 % concentrated preserved.latex excluding cost of 

oantnner) ' I 39 00 138 o o 

Plus a premium Plus a pte- 
of Rs. mium of Rs. 
43-0-0 per too 43-0-0 per too 
lbs. ofURC. lbs. ofDRC. 


K. N. HAUL, Joint Sees 
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 

RESOLUTION 
« tTqriffs) 


New Delhi, the 27 th October, 29 S 2 . 


NOi3-T(2)/52.- The Tariff Commission was requested to 
ionduct the necessary enquiries in regard to the cost of 
roduction of raw rubber and to submit to Government its 
ecommendations as to the price to be fixed. The Commission 
vias made the following recommendations 

(1) The price for Group I rubber for 1953-53 works out 
to Rs. 138/- as ageilnst the existing price of 
Rs. 128/- per 100 lbs., with suitable differentials 
for the other grades. 

(ii) With a view to give the necessary incentive to the 
rubber producers to take up their development 
schemes, the prices for different grades should 
be fixed for a period of three years. However, 
the Indian Rubber Board should keep a continuous 
watch on the cost of production of the rubber 
plantation industry and, siiould circumstances arise 
warranting a variation in the cost of production 
by 10 per cent, or more on either side, the Board 
should take up the matter with Government for 
securing necessary action for the revision of 
prices. 

(ill) With a view to improving the yield of rubber, the 
Indian Council of Agricultural Research is of the 
opinion that a small laboratory and staff to 
investigate local problems should be sufficient 
to start with. The Council has also made certain 
suggestions with regard to the staff rfequired 
for carrying out the necessary research work. 
Government should take steps to implement tills 
revised scheme for the development of the rubber 
plantation industry. 

2. The Government of India accept recommaidations (i) 
ind (ii). A notification is being issued giving effect to 
Ihe revised prices. 

3. Recommendation (ill) is under consideration. 



REPORT ON THE REVISION OF PRICES OF RAW RUBBER 


According to the terms of reference contained in the 
Ministry of Commerce Resolution No.3-T(3)/50 dated 27th 
Reference to November, 1950, and the Ministry of Commerce 
the Commission, gjjfj Industry Resolution of the sane number 
dated 10th February, 1951, the Tariff Board undertook an 
inquiry Intp the prices of raw rubber and recommended fair 
prices for different grades and qualities of raw rubber 
in its Report (1951), which were accepted by Government, 
In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (l) 
of Section 13 of the Rubber (Production and Marketing) 
Act, 1947 (XXIV of 1947) and in supersession of their 
Notification No. SRO 335 dated 7th March, 1951, Govern¬ 
ment, after consulting the Rubber Price Advisory Committee, 
fixed the prices recommended by the Tariff Board for a 
period of one year with effect from 21st May, 1951, by 
their Notification No. SRO 759 dated 21st May, 1951. In 
their Resolution No.3-T(2)/52 dated 15th March, 1952, 
Government announced their decision to continue the control 
on price and distribution on raw rubber beyond 20th May, 
1952,1 The Tariff Commission was accordingly asked to Conduct 
the necessary inquiries in regard to the cost of production 
of rubber and to submit to Government, as early as possible, 
its recommendations as to the prices to be fixed (Vide 
Appendix I). 

During the pendency of the investigation by the Com¬ 
mission into the question of prices, the Governmen 1 of 
India, in the Ministry of Commerce and InAistry, Issued an 
Order amending their Notification dated 21st May, 1951, 
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n ationed above by directing the deletion of the words 
"for a period of one year" occurring in the said Noti¬ 
fication. Hie effect of this amendment, was that the prices 
for different grades and qualities of rubber as fixed 
under Notification No. SRO 759 dated 21st May, 1951 were 
continued for a Clirther period beyond 20th May, 1952. 

2. under the terms of reference contained in the 
Ministry of Commerce and Industry Resolution dated 15th 

Scope of the March, 1952, referred to in the preceding 
inquiry. paragraph, the Commission has to:- 

(1) conduct the necessary inquiries in regard to the 
cost of production of rubber, and 

(ii) submit to Government, as early as possible, its 
recommendations as to the prices to be fixed be¬ 
yond 20th May, 1952. 

It may be pointed out that whereas the reference to the 
Tariff Board in 1950-51 covered both the determination 
of fair selling prices and the claim of the rubber planta¬ 
tion industry for protection and State assistance, the 
present inquiry is confined only to the examination of the 
cost of production and determination of fair prices for 
different grades and qualities of rubber. 

3. (a) The Commission Issued a special questionnaire 
for producers, to the EUibber Production Commissioner, the 

Method of Indian Rubber Board, raw rubber producers and 
inquiry. their Associations on 8th May, 1952. The Com¬ 
mission eilso 6uldressed the Rubber Board and the Producers’ 
Associations for Information regarding the action taken 
by them on the recommendations made by the Tariff Board 
in its Report The views of the consumers and their Asso¬ 
ciations were sought by the Commission in its letters dated 
21st May, and 27th May, 1952, respectively. The Commission 
also addressed the Secretary to the Government of India, 
Ministry of Commerce emd Industry, New Delhi, the Chief 
Secretaries to the Governments of Madras, Mysore and 
Travancore—Cochin States, asking for information regarding 
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the implementation of the Tariff Board's recommendations 
in so far as they related to the price aspect and their 
views regarding the issues before the Commission during 
the present inquiry. Data relating to c.!.!*. prices and 
landed costs of raw rubber were sought from the Dunlop 
Rubber Co. (India) Ltd., the Firestone Tyre and Rubber Co. 
of India Ltd.’, and the Collectors of Customs. A list of 
persons and bodies to whom the Commission’s questionnsdres 
were issued and from whom replies or memoranda were received 
is shown in Appendix II. 


(b) On 21st May, 1952, the Commission issued a press 


communique requesting persons or associations desirous of 
expressing their views on the question of prices of raw 
rubber to send their representations to the Commission 
for consideration. 

(c) Shri L.M. Ghosh, the Assistant Cost Accounts Officer 
of the Commission, visited Kottayam between 10th and 29th 
July, 1952, and examined the cost of production of raw 
rubber on the following estates and small holdings selected 
by the Commission 

(i) Names of tie Names of the Managing Agents 

Estates of the Estates 

1. Kolamala The Udayaglri Rubber Co. Ltd., 

C/o Messrs.A.V. George & Co. Ltd., 

Managing Agents, Kottayam. 


2. Mundakayam 


3. Slttar 


4. Shaliacary 


5. Vellapara 


Malayalam Plantations Ltd., 

C/o Messrs. Harrisons and Crosfleld 
Ltd., Managing Agents, Quilon. 

The Midland Rubber eind Produce Co. Ltd., 
C/o Messrs. A.V, Thomas and Co. Ltd., 
Managing Agents, Alleppey. 

The Raj agiri EUibber and Produce Co. Ltd., 
C/o Messrs. A.V. Thomtis & Co. Ltd., 
Managing Agents, Alleppey. 

The Nelliampathy Tea and Produce Co. Ltd., 
C/o Messrs. A.V. Hiomas & Co. Ltd., 
Managing Agents, Alleppey. 
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(ii) Names of the Small Holdings: 

1. Kanakapuran 

2. Kaduparambil No. 1 

3. Kaduparambil No. 2 

4. Kuttikayam 

5. Elemparamba. 

\ 

\ 

(d) The Commission's inquiry was held on 22nd August, 
1952 at its office in Bombay. A list of persons who attended 
the inquiry and taidered oral evidence is given in Appendix 
III. 


4. The Tariff Board in its Report dated 28th March, 
1951, had recommended that the price for No. 1 Grade rubber 
Previous Tariff should be Rs. 128 for 1951 as against the 
Board inquiry. then existing price of Rs. 90.6 per 100 lbs. 

As regards tRe other grades and qualities, the Board had 
recoDMnended that their prices should be as given in paragraph 
16 of its Report. The other main conclusions and recom¬ 
mendations of the Board in so far as they related to the 
price aspect were as follows:- 

(1) If the Indian rubber plantation industry is to 
survive eind compete in a free world market, it 
is essential that rubber should be produced as 
cheaply as possible and this can be only done by 
the introduction of new high yielding clones. 

(ii) Bie proposals contained in the development scheme 
drawn up by the Development Committee for the 
Rubber Plantation Industry, are well conceived. * 
It is desirable, however, that the details of the 
scheme should be fully examined. The Indian 
Council of Agricultural Research should be requested 
to exEuaine the scheme and report to Government as 
to whether any modifications are necessary and 
also whether any special machinery should be set 
up for the Implementation of the scheme. 

(ill) The Indian Council of Agricultural Research should, 
while examining the development scheme, also 
consider the proposal for tie creation of a separate A 
development fUnd. Pending the examination of this 
matter by the Indian Council of Agricultural 
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Research and the consideration of the Council’s 
recommendations in this behalf by Government, the 
rubber producers should be allowed to retain the 
element (Rs. 6.82 per 100 lbs.') provided for 
rehabilitation in the present price of rubber, and 
be given an opportunity to undertake rehabilitation 
work in their estates a«i holdings. 

(iv) If it is found at the end of a year that the 
rubber growers are not utilising the amount for 
rehabilitation of their estates and holdings. 
Government should consider the question whether 
the fair selling price to be paid to the rubber 
growers should not be reduced by the amount of the 
rehabilitation fluid element provided in the estimate 
of fair selling price (Rs. 6.82 per 100 lbs.). 

(v) An All-India Rubber Research Institution should 
be established which should work in close co¬ 
operation with the Indian Rubber Board and under the 
guidance and supervision of the Rubber Production 
Commissioner. 

(vl) Government should request the Indian Council of 
Agricultural Research to examine the scheme for 
research and if it is found suitable, steps should 
be taken to implement it, with the co-operation of 
the Governments of Madras and Travancore-CocHln, 
the Indian Rubber Board and the Indian Council of 
Agricultural Research. 

5. As already stated earlier in this Report, the fair 
selling prices for different grades and qualities of raw 
Government's decision rubber as recommended by the Board were 
on the Tariff Board's fixed by Government with effect from 21st 
recommendations. under their Notification No. 

SM) 759 dated 21st May, 1951, for a period of one year. 
AS regards the other recommendations mentioned in the 
preceding paragraph. Government announced their decision 
in their Resolution No.31(l)-TB/51 dated 25th August, 1951. 
Government accepted recommendations (11) to (vl). They 
also stated that the Indian Rubber Board would be requested 
to examine the suggestions contained in recommendation (ill). 
As regards recommendations (1), (Hi) and (iv), the attention 
of the industry was invited to them. 
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6. AS regards recoramendatlon No. (1) in paragraph 4 
above relating to the production of rubber as cheaply as 
Implementation of possible by the introduction of new high 
the Tariff Board's yielding clones, we have been informed by 
recommendations. Indian Rubber Board that this recom¬ 

mendation has been the guiding principle of its policy 
towards the industry. The Rubber Board is stated to have 
obtained and distributed over 500,000 selected high yielding 
clonal seeds among various rubber growers. Further, with 
a view to encouraging particularly the small holders to 
replant with high yielding clones, the seeds were supplied 
at a concessional rate. The bulk of the demand was from 
small holders who had no facilities for obtaining high 
yielding planting materials. As regards the larger estates, 
we were Informed that they have their own arrangements for 
obtaining high yielding planting materials either from 
indigenous sources or from abroad, and that about 265,000 
rubber seeds were imported by them during 1951. Besides 
undertaking the distribution of high yielding rubber seeds, 
the Rubber Board has established two nurseries, one in 
Malabar and the other in Central Travancore, with a view 
to maMng available high yielding planting materials to 
rubber growers. Many estates were understood to have 
established their own nurseries for this purpose. The 
Rubber Board was jlIso stated to have taken steps to popu¬ 
larise the use of some of the imported high yielding clones 
for planting large areas. The Association of Planters of 
Travancore have also informed us that most of the planters 
have been doing their best to improve production of rubber 
by the introduction of high yielding clones. Their efforts, 
however, were stated to have been greatly handicapped by 
lack of sufficient capital and non-avallabilityof sufficient 
high yielding clonal seeds. 

Recommendations Nos. (li), (ili), (v) and (vi) relate 
mainly to the development of the industry. The Government 
of India, Ministry of Commerce and Industry, in their letter 
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dated 14th June, 1952, have forwarded to us a note containing 
the views of the Indian Council of Agricultural Research 
on the subject. 

In the note on the development scheme for the rubber 
plantation industry, the Council has observed that the 
scheme as drawn up by the Development Committee for the 
Rubber Plantation Industry Is good and may be approved. 
It has also expressed the opinion that since the Rubber 
Board has the necessary facilities at its disposal including 
the assistance from Rubber Production Commissioner and a 
Field Officer as also an equipped laboratory at Kottayam, 
no other machinery is required for implementing the scheme. 
It has further observed that the estates themselves should 
do the replantings and that the cost for such work should 
be met out of the development fund. The only machinery that 
would be required is a small staff to check the accounting 
and the claim of each estate which undertakes the replanting 
work. The rest of the work, however, could be done by the 
Research Board officials. 

As regards the establishment of an All-India Rubber 
Research Institute, the Council has observe that the Rubber 
Board cannot afford to support the scheme as suggested by 
the Tariff Board. The Council is of the opinion that a 
small laboratory and staff to investigate local problems 
should be sufficient to start with. The Council has also 
made certain suggestions with regard to the staff required 
for carrying out the necessary research work. We recommend 
that Government should take steps to implement the revised 
scheme suggested by the Indian Council of Agricultural 
Research. 

7. The Tariff Board in its last inquiry estimated the 
demand for raw rubber in the country at 23,500 tons in 1951, 
Domestic 25,300 tons Jn 1952 and 27,630 tons in 1953. These 
demand. estimates were discussed during the inquiry with a 
view to finding out whether in the light of the experience 
gained by the Industry and the trade, these estimates called 
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for any revision. The Indian Rubber Board have furnished- 
us with statements showing the monthly consumption of raw 
rubber in India since January, 1951, as well as group-wise 
consumption by manufacturers since January,1950. These 
statements are shown in Appendices IV(a) & IV(b). According 
to the data contained in the statements, the actual con¬ 
sumption of rubber amounted to 17,735 tons in 1950, 22,427 
tons in 1951 and 10,862 tons in January/June, 1952. Teiking 
these figures, as also other relevant factors, it was 
agreed at the inquiry that the consumption in the country 
during 1952 and 1953 may be taken to be the same as estimated 
by the Tariff Board, namely, 25,300 tons and 27,630 tons 
respectively. 

8.(a) The total acreage of tappable rubber, production 
of raw rubber and overall yield per acre during each year 
Indigenous f^om 1940 to 1949 were given in paragraph 10(a) 
production, of theTariff Board's Report (1951).I We therefore 
give below the corresponding figures for 1950-1952 (January/ 


June) 

together with the 

data for 1949 

for the purpose 

comparison:- 




Production 

of raw rubber 

in India 


during 1949 - 19 S 2 (January/June) 


Tappable 

Total 

Average yield 

Year 

rubber area 

production 

per acre 


(Acres) 

(Tons) 

(lbs.) 

1 

282 

1949 

123,791 

15,587 

1950 

136,940 

15,599 

255 

1951 

148,739 

17,148 

258 

1952 

*159,075 

7,762 

- 

(Jan. 




June) 





(* Area based on 30-6-1952 acreage figures) 

It will be seen from the above statement that the tappable 
raw rubber area has progressively increased from 123,791 
aores in 1949 to 159,075 acres as on 30th June, 1952. 
As compared with 1949, the production of rubber showed a 
slight improvement in 1950, while the output in 1951 
eimountlng to 17,148 tons exceeded that in 1950 by about 
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10 per cent. The production during the first half of the 
current year aggregating to 7,762 tons was much higher than 
the output eichleved by the Industry during the correspond¬ 
ing period of the preceding three years (Vide Appendix V). 
Generally, the production of raw rubber in the latter half 
of each year is somewhat higher than that in ttie first hEdf, 
The representatives of producers present at the inquiry, 
as well as of the Indian Rubber Board, stated that, given 
the necessary price incentive, the Industry would be able 
to step up its production to about 19,000 tons in 1952. 
We consider that the selling prices mentioned by us in para¬ 
graph 10 below should give the necessary Incentive and, 
as such, the output of raw rubber in the country during 
the current year may be estimated at about 19,000 tons. 
The average yield per acre has, however, been declining 
since 1949 although slight improvement is noticeable in 
1951 as compared with the preceding year. During our 
Inquiry, we have discussed at length the reasons for the 
decline in yield. We were Informed that in 1943 and 1944 
large areas were replanted and that they came into tapping 
during 1951/52. In 1950, the new area brought unler tapping 
was 13,149 acres. Generally, new areas give very low yield 
in the first year of tapping. Further, it was suggested 
that new areas brought under tapping after the monsoon 
might have been tapped only for 3 to 4 months, which might 
be one of the contributory factors for the poor yield. 
Another factor partly responsible for the fall was stated 
to be that every year the area of very old rubber which Is 
ripe or over-ripe for replanting goes on increasing; and 
it was not possible for the industry to undertake sufflcioit 
replanting so as to prevent an Increase in the area under 
old rubber trees. Opinions were expressed that if the 
development scheme for the industry is implemented, the 
problem would be solved. 

We were also informed at the inquiry that over 71,000 
acres of rubber planted before 1925 were in urgent need of 
replanting over the next 10 years. Due to want of capital 
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for replanting, it was represented, that replanting work 
could not be undertaken on a large scale by the Industry. 
However, the Indian Rubber Board as well as the estates 
had taken steps for replanting with high yielding planting 
materials, a brief account of which is given in paragraph 
6 above. 

(b) Statements showing distribution of rubber area 
according to the estates and holdings as on 30th June, 
1952 as well as the total production of rubber in estates 
and small holdings since 1950, as furnished by the Indian 
Rubber Board are given below:- 


Table I, Distribution of rubber area according to estates 
_ and holdings as on 30 th June, 1952 . 


Size of estates and 
holdings 


Area in 
acres 

Percentage of 
total area 

Estates of & above 100 acres 
and below 500 acres. 

200 

39,331 

22.92 

Estates of & above 500 acres 
and below 1,000 acres. 

30 

21,330 

12.43 

Estates of & above 1,000 acres 17 

and below 1,500 acres. 

20,870 

12.16 

Estates of & above 1,500 acres 4 

and below 2,000 acres. 

6,888 

4.01 

Estates of & above 2,000 acres 6 

14,472 

8.44 


Total of estates of & above 

100 acres. 

257 

102,891 

59.96 

Holdings below 1 acre 

2,420 

1,389 

0.81 

Holdings of & above 1 acre & 

8,408 

18,459 

10.76 

below 5 acres. 

Holdings of & above 5 acres & 

1,482 

9,873 

5.76 

below 10 acres. 

Holdings of & above 10 acres & 

1,330 

25,291 

14.74 

below 50 acres. 

Holdings of & above 50 acres & 

203 

13,675 

7.97 

below 100 acres. 

Total of holdings less than 

13,843 

68,687 

40.04 


100 acres. 


14,100 171,578 100.00 


Grajid total 
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TmM II. 

I tons 

Estates 

Holdings 


Production of rubber in estates S holdings 


1950 

(Tons) (%) 
11,431 73.28 
4,168 26.72 


1951 1952 (Jan./June) 

(Tons) (^ (Tons) (^ 

12,459 f2.66 5,456 70.29 

4,689 27.34 2,306 29.71 


15,599 100.00 17,148 100.00 7,762 100.00 


It will be seen from Table I above that the acreage under 
small holdings constitutes about 40 per cent, of the total 
area under rubber as on 30th June, 1952. As regards the 
output of the holdings. Table II above will show that it 
has steadily Increased from 26.72 per cent, in 1950 to 
29.71 per cent, in January-June, 1952. Bie small holdings, 
therefore, 'still occupy ein important place in the rubber 
plantation Inchistry of the country. 

(c) Groupirise production of rubber: 

Groupwise production of raw rubber in the country is 
available only from 1948 and the data for 1948 and 194£ 
were given in paragraph 10(f) of the Tariff Board’s Eleporl 
(1951). We, therefore, give below the groupwise productiot 
from 1950 to 1952 (January-June) as fUmlshed by the Indlai 
[lubber Board. 


1950 


Groups 


Tons 

(%) 

Group 

1 

5,934 

38.0 

Group 

2 

3,127 

20.1 

Group 

3 

1,276 

8.2 

Group 

4 

1,151 

7.4 

Greap 

5 

623 

4.0 

Group 

6 

482 

3.1 

Group 

7 

62 

0.4 

S crap 

Grades 

1,551 

9.9 

L atex 

(DRC) 

870 

5.6 

Sole Crepe 

523 

3.3 


15,599 1 00.0 


1951 1952 (Jan.-June) 


Tons 

(%) 

Tons 

(%) 

6,606 

38.5 

3,127 

40.3 

3,152 

18.4 

1,562 

20.1 

1,332 

7.8 

704 

9.1 

1,218 

7.1 

479 

6.2 

833 

4.9 

386 

4.7 

570 

3.3 ' 

202 

2.6 

37 

0.2 

8 

0.1 

1,770 

10.3 

909 

11.7 

914 

5 .3 

153 

2.0 

716 

4.2 

252 

3.2 

17,148 

100.0 

7,762 

100.0 
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It will be seen from the above Table that the production 
of different Groups of rubber in each of the above periods 
has been more or less in the same ratio and that Groups 1 
end 2 together account for about 57 to 60 per cent, of the 
total production. 

9.(1) Estates and small boldingff~^elected for costing: 
It was decided by the Tariff Commission that the same 
estates and holdings taken up for costing at the last 
Commission's estimates Inquiry should be selected fbr costing 
of costs of production this time also. This was discussed by 
and fair selling prices, the Commission's Assistant Cost Accounts 
Officer with (i) the Rubber Production Commissioner, (ii) the 
representatives of the Planters' Associations and (ill)several 
representatives of estates and small holdings who agreed 
to this proceciire. The following estates and small holdings 
were accordingly costed:- 


So., Same of the estates/ 

Area in 

Yield per acre 

holdings 

acres 

19SlrS2 in lbs. 

ESTATES 


1. Kolamala . 

241.91 

239.34 

2. Mundakayam . 

3079.60 

309.04 

3. Slttar . 

1003.08 

323.92 

4.' Shaliacary. 

1496.69 

502.96 

5. Vellapara. 

252.00 

580.81 

SHALL 

HOLDINGS 


1. Kanakapuram 

86.00 

Not tapped 

2. Kaduparambil No.l ... 

21.00 

150 

3. Kaduparambil No.2 ... 

21.00 

150 

4. Kuttlkayam 

20.00 

150 

5. Elempareunba 

60.00 

236.63 


In addition to the above, the following estates were 
selected for working out the costs for new planting and 
re-planting:- i 
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Name of estate 


Area in acres 


Nenmeny 
Rajagirl 
Ambanad 
Raj agirj. 

Mbanad 


100 ' 

75 

42 

35. 

84 


New planting 
Re-planting 


(2) Constituent items of cost: The ftilr price for raw 
rubber f.o.b. Cochin will be made up of (a) the cost of 
production of raw rubber in the form of smoked sheets and 
their transport to Cochin comprising of: 

(1) maintenance aJid upkeep of a mature estate, 

(ii) tapping and collecting of latex, 

(lii) manufacture of plain smoked rubber sheets, 

(iv) general dtarges, estate and Head Office; 

(v) packing charges, 

(vl) cost of transport from the estate to Cochin, and 
(vii) rubber cess} 

(b) interest on working capital; 

(c) depreciation on plantation or rehabilitation instal¬ 
ment; 

(d) return on capital; 

(e) Managing agency commission; 

(f) provision for taxation; and 

(g) provision for suitable differentials between various 
grades of rubber. 


( 3 ) Period of costing: .R>r the purpose of ascertaining 
the cost of production, namely, item (a) of (2) above, the 
actual costs for the past two years, namely 195.0-51 and 
1951-52 were examined. Though the financial years differ 
from estate to estate, one full year's working has been 
taken for the purpose of costing as given below 


Estate 

Mundakayam 

Sittar 

Vellapara 

Shaliacary 

Kolamala 


Financial year 
... April - March 
April - March 
July - June 
July - June 
J anuary-December 
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In order to arrive at the depreciation allowance to be 
given, cost data already obtained in respect of new planting 
and re-planting in estates were supplemented by the actual 
figures wherein estimated amounts were provided for and new 
data also obtained. 

(4) Unit of costing; 100 lbs. heis been adopted as the 

unit. 

( 5 ) Nature of cost data available: The estates COSted 
are either rubber-cum-tea estates or pure rubber estates. 
Detailed financial accounts were available and there was 
no difficulty in collecting the figures. All costs relating 
to new planting and re-planting have been excluded from the 
basic costs and provision has been made separately in 
respect of them. 

(6) Comments on cost data collected from the estates; 
The schedule on the next page shows the comparative costs 
of production for the past two years in respect of all the 
estates costed and comments on the main items of cost are 
as follows:- 

(a) Maintenance and up-keep: This represents the cost 
incurred for weeding, manuring (wherever done), prevention 
of pests and diseases, growing of cover crops and shade 
trees, spraying (wherever done), marking of temporary 
boundaries, maintenance of tools, etc. 

(b) Tapping and collection; This comprises chiefly the 
cost of labour for tapping the latex and that of small 
Implements, such as knives etc., used in tapping. In 

^certain cases a small amount of transport cost is als9 
incurred for conveying the latex from the estate to the 
factory. 

(c) Manufocture of sheets: Under this head is Included 
the cost of various chemicals used, such as formic and/or 
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acetic acids. In coeigulatlng the latex as well as the cost 
of fuel for drying the sheets and the cost of Incidental 
labour. In arriving at the cost for the sheeting process, 
necessary adjustment has been made In the cost of estates 
where crepe sole and other allied varieties are made. 

(d) General charges: This’Includes the charges Incurred 
(1) on the estate and (11) In the Head Office. In the case 
of one Sterling Compeiny examined, the Head Office expenses 
Included those of Its London Office also. Hie Items Included 
are (1) Estate overheads; Under this head are shown all 
the charges Incurred In connection with the running of the 
estate together with all the payments made to the workers 
and staff. The latter comprises all payments and expenses 
Incurred, such as those for district allowance, tripartite 
district allowance, loss incurred on food grains, labour 
engagement expenses, travelling expenses given to workers, 
compromise allowance, medical expenses incurred for workers, 
holiday pay to workers, and expenses for running the 
school for workers’ children and feeding them. Exam¬ 
ination of the 'estate general charges' for 1951-52 shows 
that the proportion of the various disbursements or expenses 
incurred in connection with the running of the estate as 
above is about 46 to 76 per cent, of the total charges. The 
disbursements made to clerlcad staff form ^out 6 to 24 per 
cent. The balance represents only real estate general 
charges. 

( 11 ) Head Office expenses: These expenses Include pro¬ 
vision for Managing Agents' office allowances, wherever paid, 
and depreciation on buildings, machinery, etc., according 
to the Income-tax rates. No provision is made in respect 
of Managing Agency commission and selling commission. 

(e) Packing charges: This is made up of the cost of 
gunnies and that of packing latex. In the case of one 
estate costed, packing is done under a contract entered 
Into between the estate and Its agents. In another estate 



17 


a sum of Rs. 2,R00 extra was incurred for increased cost 
of hessian. This^ resulted in an increase in cost from 
Re. 0-14-0 to Rs. 1-3-1 per 100 lbs. Materieils have been 
charged out on 'first-in, first-out' principle. 

(f^ Transport from estate to Cochin; The actual cheiTges 
incurred in the various estates costed are tabulated under 
each head and vary according to the distance from the 
respective estates to Cochin, involving either land or 
water transport. 

(g) Bubber cess: This is collected and paid to the 
Indian Rubber Board at the rate of annas 8 per 100 lbs. 

The above items (a) to (g) form the basic cost of 
production of rubber inclusive of cost of delivery, free 
on board, in Cochin. 

(7) Average cost for estates; The average cost worked 
out for the five estates costed is given below; 


fstate 

Cost per 100 

yield in J 


lbs. 

per acre 


Rs. 


1. fiolamala ... ... 

53.20 

289.34 

2. Mundakayam ... ... 

66.55 

309.04 

3. Slttar 

65.00 

323.92 

4. Vellapara ... ... 

52.93 

580.81 

5. Shaliacary 

46.71 

if502.96 

Total 

284.39 

2096.07 

Average 

56.88 

419.21 


The simple average price for the estates costed is Rs. 56.88 
per 100 lbs. based on an average yield of 419 lbs. It 
was stressed by several representatives of rubber growers 
present at the inquiry that the yield of 419 lbs. taken 
for calculation was too high. Having regard to the fact 
that the budded rubber has begun to yield, and the estates 
are being maintained in good condition, we have adopted an 
average yield of 400 lbs. per acre for the purpose of 
distributing certain overheads such as Interest, return 
on fixed capital, etc. 
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(8) Cost data for small holdings: Data were available 
only fYoin two small holdings of 20 and 60 acres respectively. 
These figures cannot be taken as correct as no detailed 
accounts were available. Consequently, we have not siccepted 
them for the purpose of building up the cost data for the 
small holdings. However, It was decided at the Inquiry 
that In the Interest of maintaining the present output 
of rubber and eilso at the same time to create 6Ui Incentive- 
for these small holders to Improve their production, an 
extra allowance over the cost of large estates should be 
made for the small holdings. At the last Inquiry, we 
provided an extra allowance of 10 per cent. In favour of 
small holdings. It was contended at the Inquiry that this 
allowance was Inadequate and that a minimum of 17^ per cent, 
should be allowed. It was further stated that this was 
based on the actual cost Incurred by the small holders. 
We examined this question carefully and consider that an 
extra allowance of 15 per cent, would be reasonable. 

(9) Formula for working out tho cost of production for 
the industry as a whole: AS the small holdings Still occupy 
40 per cent, of the area under rubber a!nd constitute 28 
per cent, of the total rubber produced In India, the pro¬ 
duction ratio of 72 per cent, and 28 per cent, for estates 
and small holders respectively may be taken as representa¬ 
tive of the Industry. Applying this ratio, the weighted 
average of the two prices comes to 

Rs. 56.88 X 0.72 = Rs. 40.95 
Rs. 65.41 X 0.28 = Rs. 18.31 

Rs. 59.26 


(10) Extras for 19S2-53: On the basis of the figure of 
Rs. 59.26 for the year 1951-52, we have to build up the 
estimate of cost for 1952-53 after taking Into account 
all the factors required for maintaining an estate under 
satisfactory working conditions. At the Inquiry, the 
Industry claimed that provision should be made on the 
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actual costs Incurred by the industry for the following 
fbur items in arriving at the cost of production fbr 1952-53 
viz., (a) spraying, (b) manuring, (c) growing of cover 
crops and (d) dusting with sulphur. Each of these items 
is discussed below together with other items for which 
extra amounts have been provided. 

(a) Spraying; Based on the actual amount spent for 
spraying in one of the estates costed, the amount cones to 
Rs. 62.85 per acre yielding 580.81 lbs. of rubber. This 
works out to Rs. 10.82 per 100 lbs. We have provided this 
amount for spraying. 

(b) Manuring; We have provided for manuring at Rs. 1.50 
per 100 lbs. on the basis of figures obtained in one of the 
estates we have costed. 

(c) Gro wing'of cover crops; The cost Incurred by an 
estate we have costed comes to Re. 0.65 per 100 lbs. and we 
have made provision fbr this in our estimate. 

(d) Dusting with sulphur: At the last inquiry, we 
provided Rs. 3.57 per 100 lbs. for dusting with sulphur. 
It was pointed out that the expenses on this account can 
be slightly reduced if proper spraying is done. We have, 
therefore, allowed Rs. 2.50 per 100 lbs. instead of Rs. 3.57 
allowed at the last inqulry- 

(e) Medical expenses: Provision has been made for the 
rise in,maternity benefit from'Rs. 42 to Rs. 63 and the 
grant of other amenities to workers at Re. 1 per acre. 
Taking the yield at 400 lbs. per acre, the cost per 100 lbs. 
will work out. t6 Re. 0.25. 

(f) Increase in labour cost due to impieuentation of 
the Minisua Wages Act, announced by the Government of 
Trayancore-Cochin coning into force on and from 30th June, 
1953: Provision has been made for increased cost in labour 
on account of the enforcement of the provisions of the 
Ulnlmum Wages Act. The increase works out to Rs. 16.81 
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per 100 lbs. based on the average for all the estates 
costed. 

The extras provided for the above items (a) to (e) 
aggregate to Rs. 32.53. Taking Into account the pro¬ 
visions already made, the net extras required will be 
Rs. 26.60 (Rs. 32.63 - Rs. 5.93) . It may be noted that 
the amount provided under net extras at the last inquiry 
was Rs. 10.66 while we are now providing Rs. 26.60. This 
Increase is entirely due to the payment on account of the 
Minimum Wages Act. Adding this figure of Rs. 26.60 to the 
figure of Rs. 59.26 already worked out in sub-para.(9) above, 
the total cost works out to Rs. 85.66 per 100 lbs. 

(11) Interest on working capital; The working capital 
is taken as equivalent to three months' cost of production 
and we have allowed Interest on this at 5 per cent. On this 
basis, the Interest will work out to Rs. 1.07 per 100 lbs. 

(12) Uepreciotion; We have examined the costs for new 
planting and re-planting. The figure obtained for new 
planting varies from Rs. 1,339 to Rs. 1,542 per acre to 
bring an estate into mature stage from the time of opening 
up the land. The Industry demanded that the provision of 
Rs. 4.44 plus Rs. 2.38 for tax i.e. Rs. 6.82 per 100 lbs. 
was inadequate and stressed the need for the starting of 
a Development Fund for the purpose. However, we feel that 
the same amount of Rs. 4.44 per 100 lbs. should be provided 
this time also for rehabilitation and Rs. 2.38 for tax. 
we made a similar provision at the last inquiry and we find 
that most of the estates have set apart some amount for 
rehabilitation, it was pointed out at the Inquiry that the 
proper planning of rubber-production and obtaining the 
necessary result would take at least 3 to 5 years. It was, 
therefore, contended that a long range view of the problem 
should be taken and further that the rubber producers should 
be allowed certain latitude in utilising the money provided 
for rehabilitation, we see some force in this contention. 
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Therefore, taking this fact Into consideration, the price 
recommended by us should be for a period of three years. 
This should give the necessary Incentive to the Industry 
to launch a programme of development. 

(13) Estimate of fixed capital employed in the industry; 
The paid-up capital was taken as the basis to arrive at the 
recent figure for this purpose. The Industry demanded that 
the figure of Rs. 1,200 per acre taken as the paid-up 
capital last time Is Inadequate for the rubber plantation 
Industry Inasmuch as capital Is not forthcoming for the 
Industry; but after discussion It was decided that the same 
figure of Els.' 1,200 per acre should be taken to represent 
the fixed capital of the Industry this time also. 

(14) Return on capital: On a paid-up capital of Rs. 1,200 
per acre, the amount of return comes to Els. 150. Taking the 
yield as 400 lbs. per acre the amount of return comes to 
Rs. 37.50 per 100 lbs. From this amount the estates will 
have to provide for (a) managing agency commission, (b) divi¬ 
dend to share-holders, (c) reserves and (d) taxation. 

(15) Provision for sales tax: The present rate of sales 
tax is Re. 0-0-3 per rupee. We have accordingly provided 
Rs. 2.04 per 100 lbs. in our estimate. 

(16) Average price for rubber: The amounts provided 
under the foregoing items make a total of Rs. 133.29. 
This price Is the average per 100 lbs. of different grades 
of rubber. It was the consensus of opinion of the manu¬ 
facturers and the producers that the average price so 
arrived at would represent the price for grades R.M.A. Ill 
and IV. The difference in levels of prices now maintained 
between the top grade and the average of the R.M.A. Ill 
and IV grades Is Els. 4.75. It was suggested at the inquiry 
that the same differential should be maintained In fixing 
the price for the top grade fbr the future also. We consider 
tills differential reasonable. Adding this extra differential 
of Rs. 4.75, the price for No. 1 grade rubber will work 
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out to Rs. 138.04 as shovm In the statement below as against 
the existing price of Rs. 128 per lOO lbs. 


Statement showing estimated cost per 200 lbs. of raw rubber for 2952-53 

Rs . 

1. Average of actuals for the five estates for 1951-52 56.88 


2. Estimate for small holders.65.41 

3. Wei^ted average for the Industry (i.e. 1 and 2 

above).59.26 

4. Net extras to be added for 1952-53 . 26.60 

5. Cost of production for 1952-53 . 85.86 

6. Interest on working capital at 5% on 3 months' cost 

of production.. . 1.07 

7. Rehabilitation fund instalment.6.82 

8. Return at 12i% on fixed capital . . ..37.50 

9. Total cost f.D.b. Cochin. . i . . ...131.25 

• ♦ 

10. Provision fbr sales tax at Re.0-0-3 per rupee on (9). 2.04 

11. Total pfice fbr R.M.A. Ill and IV grades f.o.b. 

Cochin. .. 133.29 

12. Adjustments for differential for top grade. . . . . 4.75 

13. Price for Grade I rubber.. .138.04 

or say Rs. 138-0-0. 


10. The fair selling price f.o.b. Cochin, for grade 
R.M.A. No. 1 rubber comes to Rs. 138 per .100 lbs. Based 

Schedule of fai r sell ing prices this fair selling price for 

of different grades of rubber. R.jj. A. No. 1, we have worked out 

the schedule of prices fbr all other grades. The schedule 
is as follows;- 
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Statement showing maximum and minimum prices for various grades and 
qualities of rubber mentioned below. 



1 

i 

F.o.b. 

Maximum 
Rs. As. 

Cochin for 100 
price Minimum ] 
Ps. Rs. As. 

lbs. 

price 

PS. 

Group 

1 

R.M.A. IX 

138 

0 

0 

137 

0 

0 


R.M.A. I 

138 

0 

0 

137 

0 

0 

Group 

2 

R.M.A. 2 

136 

8 

0 

135 

8 

0 


R.M.A. 3 

135 

0 

0 

134 

0 

0 


Cuttings No. 1 

127 

8 

0 

126 

8 

0 

Group 

3 

R.M.A. 4 

131 

8 

0 

130 

8 

0 


R.M.A. 5 

127 

8 

0 

126 

8 

0 


Cuttings No. 2 

121 

8 

0 

120 

8 

0 

Group 

4 

Precoagulated Crepe 

143 

8 

0 

142 

8 

0 


Pale Latex Crepe IX 

141 

8 

0 

140 

8 

0 


Pale Latex Crepe 1 

139 

8 

0 

138 

8 

0 


Pale Latex Crepe 2 

138 

8 

0 

137 

8 

0 


Pale Latex Crepe 3 F.A.Q. 

137 

8 

0 

136 

8 

0 

Group 

5 

Estate Brown Crepe IX 

129 

8 

0 

128 

8 

0 


Estate Brown Crepe 2X 

126 

8 

0 

125 

8 

0 


Smoked Blanket 

129 

8 

0 

128 

8 

0 


Remilled Crepe 2 

122 

0 

0 

121 

0 

0 

Group 

6 

Estate Brown Crepe 3X 

118 

8 

0 

117 

8 

0 


Remilled Crepe 3 

116 

8 

0 

115 

8 

0 


Remilled Crepe 4 

111 

0 

0 

110 

0 

0 

Group 

7 

Flat Bark 

102 

8 

0 

101 

8 

0 


35^5 Normal Latex 

139 

0 

0 

138 

0 

0 


(excluding cost of 

plus apremium plus apremium 


container). 

of Rs. : 

17/8/- 

ofRs. 17/8/- 


50 to 55% concentrated 

per 1001bs.of per 100 lbs.of 

D.R.C. O.R.C. 

139 0 0 138 0 0 


preserved latex (exclud- 

plus a premium plus a premium 


ing cost of container). 

of Rs. 43/- 

of Rs. 43/- 



per 100 lbs. 
0. R. C. 

per 100 

D.R.C. 

lbs. 
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11. The representatives of producers contended that 
due to the period that has passed between the date on which 
Period for which the the prices of raw rubber were originally 
prices should be fixed, recommendation of the Tariff 

Board under Notification No.S.R.D.: 759 dated 21st May, 1951, 
najnely, 20th May, 1952 and the date on which the revised 
prices would be enforced, the Industry has'lseetr put to 
considerable financial losses. They have represented 
that with the Implementation of the Minimum Wages Act In 
Travancore-Cochln, the cost of production of raw rubber 
has conslderfUjly Increased. They have, therefore, requested 
that the Commission should, while recommending the fair 
selling prices for different grades and qualities of rubber, 
compensate the Industry fbr the losses suffered by It during 
the Intervening period. They have further requested that. 
In order to give the Industry Immediate relief In the event 
of any unforeseen factors adversely affecting the cost of 
production, some suitable arrangement should be made. We 
have exeunlned these questions very carefully and are of 
the opinion that since the industry has already sold its 
output of raw rubber, there is no Justification in increasing 
the selling prices beyond the level Justified by the increase 
In the cost of production. We also consider that in the 
interest of the industry. It would be desirable to fix 
prices for a sufficiently long period. We, therefore, 
recommend that the prices proposed by us In paragraph 10 
above should be fixed for a period of three years. We 
further recommend that the Indian Rubber Board should keep 
a continuous watch on the cost of phoduction of the industry 
and that, should circumstances arise warranting a variation 
In the costs by 10 per cent, or more on either side, the 
Board should take up the matter with the Government for 
securing the necessary action for the revision of prices. 
The review of prices on annual basis tends to create un¬ 
certainties both for the producers of raw rubber and the 
manufacturers of rubber goods. Moreover, as mentioned in 
paragraph 9(12) above. It is necessary to allow a sufficiently 
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long period to the Industry to carry out the development 
programme. In order that the rubber producers may take a 
long range view of this qi^estlon, they must be certain as to 
the prices they would be getting for their product. We are, 
therefore, of the opinion that fixing of the price for a 
period of three years will give them the necesseiry incentive 
to take up their development schemes. 

12. Our main conclusions and recommendations may be 
summarised as under 

Summary of conclusions (i) Government should take steps to 
and recommendations. implement the revised scheme for the 
development of the rubber plantation industry as suggested 
by the Indian Council of Agricultural Research. [Paragraph 6] 

(ii) The domestic demand for raw rubber is estimated at 
25,300 tons in 1952 and 27,630 tons in 1953. [Paragraph 7] 

(iii) The indigenous production of raw rubber during 
the current year is estimated at 19,000 tons. [Paragraph 
8(a)] 

(iv) Uie small holdings still occupy an Important place 
in the rubber plantation industry of the country. [Para¬ 
graph 8(b)] 

(v) During the last two and a half years Groups 1 and 2 
raw rubber accounted for 57 to 60 per cent, of the total 
indigenous production. [Paragraph 8(c)] 

(vi) The price for No. 1 Grade rubber fbr 1952-53 works 
out to Rs. 138/- as against the existing price of Rs. 128/- 
per 100 lbs. [Paragraph 9(16)] 


(vii) The schedule of prices for different grades of 
rubber is given in paragraph 10. 

(viii) 'Bie prices for different grades of rubber given 
in paragraph 10 should be fixed for a period of three years. 
The Indian Rubber Board should keep a continuous watch on 
the cost of protductlgifr/idEfTplantation industry 
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and, should circumstances arise warranting a variation in 
the costs by 10 per cent, or more on either side, the Board 
should take up the matter with Government for securing 
necessary action for the revision of prices. [Paragraph 11] 

13. We acknowledge the ready co-operation we have 
received from the Indian Rubber Board, raw rubber producers 

j . and their Associations, rubber goods manufac- 
Acknowledgoments. ° 

turers and their-Associations and State Gov¬ 
ernments, who furnished us with the necessary information 
and whose representatives tendered oral evidence at the 
inquiry. We also thank Mr. L.M. Ghosh, the Comm^sion's 
Assistant Cost Accounts Officer, for his valuable assistance 
in connection with this investigation. 

B.V. NARAYANASWAMY, 
Member. 

B.N. ADARKAR, 

Member. 

D.K. MAUiOTRA, 

Secretary. 

Bombay, 

Dated 23rd September, 1952. 
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APPENDIX I 
[Vide paragraph 1] 

GOVEEINMENT OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 

New Delhi, the 15th March, 1952. 

RESOLUTION 

(■Tariffs) 

No.3-T(2)/52.- The prices of the various grades of raw 
rubber were fixed under Section 13 of the Rubber Production 
and Marketing Act, 1947 by the Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry Notification No. 759, dated the 21st May, 1951 for 
a period of one year. 

2. As Government have decided to continue the control 
on price and distribution of raw rubber, it is necessary to 
fix price for raw rubber after the 20th May, 1952. The 
Tariff Commission is accordingly requested to conduct the 
necessary enquiries in regard to the cost of production of 
rubber eind to submit to Government as early as possible its 
recommendations as to the prices to be fixed. 


Sd./- K.N. KAUL, 

Joint Secretary to the Government of India. 
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APPENDIX II 
[Vide paragraph 3(a)] 


List of persons or bodies to whoa the Coaaission's special 
questionnaires and letters were issued and from whoa replies 
or aeaoranda were received. 

* Indicates those vrtio replied or submitted memoranda. 

>*"» Indicates those who are not interested. 

§ Indicates those consumers idio^would be represented 
by the Association of Rubber Manufacturers in India, 
Calcutta. 

@@ Indicates those consumers who would be represMited by 
t|ie Indian ftibber Industries Association, Bombay. 

Bie Secretary, 

Indian Ribber Board, KOTTAYAM, Travancore-Cochln State, 
South India. 

A. PBDNICERS ASSOCIATIONS: 

*1. The Secretary, 

United Planters' Association of Southern India, 
COONOOR, Nllgirls District (South India), 

*2. The Secretary, 

The Association of Planters of Travancore, 

Muttambalam P.D., KOTTAYAM, Travancore-Cochln State 
(South India) 

3. The Secretary, 

The Rubber Growers' Association of India, 

Ancherll Buildings, KOTTAYAM, Travancore-Cochin State 
(South India). 

B. PHODUCERS. 

*1. Shri A.C.M. Anthraper, President, 

Travancore-Cochln Chamber of Agriculture & Inckistry, 
Managing Director, Malabar Industrial Co., 

Skinnerpuram Estate, ADOOR, Travanco re-Cochin State 
(South India). 

Asplnwall & Co. Ltd., 

Managing Agents, Pullangode Rubber St Produce Co. Ltd., 
ALLEPPEY,'Travanco re-Cochin State (South India). 
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B. PWDUCEBS: (Coatd.) 

#3. Aspiawall & Co. (Travancore) Ltd. , 

Managing Agents, Murphy Estates Ltd., 

ALLlPPEY, Travancore-Cochln State (South India). 

4. Shri T.I. Chacko, M.A., 

Managing Proprietor, Kalnakery Ribber Estates, 

H.D. CHANGANACHERRY, Travancore-Cochin State 
(South Indle^. 

5. Shri M.C. Chandy, 

A.T.I. Colony, COIMBATORE (South India) . 

*6. Shri A.M.H. Murugappa Chettlar, 

"Swastik House", Aroenlan Street, G.T. MADRAS. 

’i‘7. Shri S. Ganapathisundaram, M.A., B.L., 

Retired District and Sessions Judge, 

28, Park Road, Tasker Towi, BANGALORE 1. 

*8. Glenbum Estates Ltd., 

"Spring Glen", COONOOR P.D., Nilglris Districts, 

South India. 

*9. Harl Sons, 

Estate Agents and Planters, 

AYALURi-NANMARA, Travancore-Cochin State (South IndLa)^ 

*10. Shri C.V. lyyu, Ex-M.L.C. and M.L.A., 

Rubber Planter, "Chungath Estate", Western Bazar, 
KUNNAMIttJLAM/ Travancore-Cochin State (South India). 

*11. Shri P. Kurian John, 

Managing Director, 

The Malankara Rubber and Produce Company Ltd., 

Halankara Buildings, KOTTAYAM, Travancore-Cochin State 
(South India). 

*12. Shri. K.C. Kurien, B.A., B.L., 

Vanchlnad Rubber and Produce Co. Ltd., 

CHANGANACHERRY, Travancore-Cochin State (South India). 

*13. Malayalam Plantations Ltd., 

C/o m/s. Harrisons and Crosflelds Ltd., 

Managing Agents, QUILON, Travancore-Cochin State 
(South India). 

14. Midland ftibber, and Produce Company Limited, 

C/o M/s, A.V. Thomas & Co. Ltd., Managing Agents, 
ALLEPPEY, Travancore-Cochin State (South India). 

15. Nelliampatliy Tea and Produce Co. Ltd., 

c/o m/s, A.V. Thomas & Co. Ltd., Managing Agents, 
AILEPPEY^ Travancore-Cochin State (South India). 

*16. Nenmeny Rubber and Produce Co. Ltd., 

C/o m/s. A.V. George & Co. Ltd.,Managing Agents, 
KOTTAYAM, Travancore-Cochin State (South India). 
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B. PBODUCERS: (Contd.) 

*17. Pierce Leslie & Co. Ltd., 

Managing Agents fbr:- 

(i) Cochin Malabar Estates Ltd., 

(il) Kerala Calicut Estates Ltd., 

(iii) Thirumbadi Rubber Co. Ltd., 

Post Box No. 15, CALICUTj South India. 

18. Ponmudl EAibbers Ltd., 

CHANGANACHERRY, Travancore-Cochln State (South India) 

*19. Pothanikat Combines Ltd., 

KOTHAMANGALAMj Travancore-Cochin State (South India) 

20. Shri K. Rajagopalan, 

Agent, Burmah Shell, "Gopi Vilas", Thirunalkaral, 
KOTTAYAM^ Travancore-Cochln State (South India). 

21. Rajaglrl Rubber and Prodice Co. Ltd., 

C/o M/s. A.Vi Ihomas & Co. Ltd., Managing Agents, 
ALLEPPEY, Travancore-Cochin State (South India). 

*22. Shri M.S. Seshadri, B.A., G.D.A., F.E.A., 

Managing Director, Tlie Rubber & Industrial Investment 
Trust Limited, MATHtIR-PALGHAT, S. Malabar. 

23. Shri S. Slvaramakrlshna Iyer, 

"Sripathi", TRIVANDRUM, Travancore-Cochln State 
(South India). 

*24. Teekoy Rubbers (India) Ltd., 

PALAI, Travancore-Cochln State (South India) . 

25. Udayagiri Rubber Co. Ltd., 

C/o M/s. A.V, George & Co. Ltd., Managing Agents, 
KOTTAYAM, Travancore-Cochln State (South India). 

*26. Lt. Col. G. Verghese, C.I.E., I.M.S. (retd.), 

"Pearl Moor", IHIRUVALLAI, Travancore-Cochin State 
(South India). 

27. Vellmalai libber Co. Ltd., 

KOTTAYAM, Travancore-Cochln State (South India). 

28. Valkundam (Travancore) Rubber Co. Ltd., 

QUILON, Travancore-Cochln State (South India) . 

C. CONSUMERS: 

Manufacturers' Associations: 

*1. The Secretary, 

The Association of Rubber Manufacturers in India, 

57-B, Free School Street, Post Box No. 391, CALCUTTA. 
*2. The Secretary, 

The Indian Rubber Industries Association, 

Rahimtoola House, Homji Street, BOMBAY. 

*3. Indigenous Belting Industries Association, 

2, Dalhousle Square East, CALCUTTA. 
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C. CONQUERS: (Contd.) 

Factories; 

1. Aero Rubber Works Ltd., 

KOTTATAM^ Trayancore-Cochin State (South India). 
^2. Associated Industries Ltd., 

Gogo RoaiJ, BHAVNAGAR. 

@3. Bata Shoe Co. Ltd., 

30, Hieatre Road, CALCUTTA-16, 

4. Bengal Belting Works Ltd*, 

2, Dalhousie Square East, CALCUTTA. 

§5. Bengal Waterproof Wbrks (1940) Ltd., 

32, Theatre Road, CALCUTTA. 

§6. Calcutta Rubber Manufacturing Co., 

92, Narkaldanga Main Road, CALCUTTA-11. 

®7. Cosmos India Rubber Works Ltd., 

Homji Street, Post Box No. 107, Fbrt, BOMBAY. 

§8. Dunlop ftibber Co. (India) Ltd., 

"IXinlop House", 57-B, Free School Street, 

P.B. No. 391, CALCUTTA. 

§9. Firestone lyre and Rubber Co. of India Ltd., 

P.B. No. 197, Hay Bunder, Sewree, BOMBAY. 

ID. Good Year Tyre and Rubber Co. Ltd., 

60, Chowrlnghee Itoad, CALCUTTA. 

11. Gujrat Rubber Works Ltd., 

Goa Gate, BAflODA. 

(^12. Hindustan Rubber Works Ltd., 

14, Ballygunje Station Road, CALCUTTA-19. 

§13. Indian Cable Co. Ltd., 

9, Hare Street, Post Box 314, CALCUTTA. 

@14. Indian Rubber Manufacturers Ltd., 

11 & 12, Esplanade Mansions, CALCUTTA. 

15. India Tyre & Rubber Co. (India) Ltd., 

Spencer's Building, Fbrjett Street, Cumballa Hill, 
BOMBAY. 

16. Shri K.J. Joseph, 

Vakola, SANTA CRUZ, (Bombay Suburb). 

17. Kohlnoor Rubber Works, 

46/8, Canal East Road, CALCUTTA. 

*18. Shri Thomas Korula, 

Great Social Building, Sir P.M. Road, BOMBAY. 

19. Modak Rubber Products Ltd., 

Khed Galli East, Gokhale Road South, BOMBAY-28. 
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C, CDNSI/MHJS; fContd.; 

20. Modem Ribber Manufacturing Co., 

17/19, Dalai Street, Wadla Building, Fbrt, BOMBAY. 

21. National Insulated Cable Co. of India Ltd., 

P. B. No. 594, Stephen House, 4, Dalhousie Square, 
CALCUTTA. 

22. Nanco Rubber and Plastics Ltd.', 

A.T.T. Colony, P. B. No. 242, COIMBATORE, South India. 

923. National Rubber Manufacturing Ltd., 

Leslie House, 19, Chowringhee, CALCUTTA. 

24. Olympia Rubber Works Ltd.', 

10, Paymental Garden Road, CALCUTTA. 

25. Pioneer Rubber Mills (Bombay) iLtd., 

Agra Road, BHANDUP (Bombay Suburb). 

28. R.B.B. Jain Rubber Mills Ltd.', 

Prasad Lane, Lillooah, HOWRAH? 

9§27. Sahu Rubber Ltd.', 

15-A, Elphinstone Circle, Fbrt, BOMBAY. 

^28. Stpreme Industries Ltd., 

Sewree Cross Road, WADALA (Bombay Suburb). 

29. Swastlk Rubber Products Ltd., 

352, Shukrawarpeth, POONA-2. 

30. Travancore Rubber Works, 

TRIVANDHJMj Travancore-Cochln State (South India). 

D, OiAMBER OF COMMERCE: 

Cochin Chamber of Commerce, 

COCHIN (South India). 

E, GOYERSMENTS AMD OTHERS: 

*1. The Secretary to Uie Government of India, 

Ministry: of Commerce & Industry (Development Wing), 
Central Secretariat, NEW DELHI. 

*2. The Rubber Prediction Commissioner, 

Government of India, C/o Indian Rubber Board, 

KOTTAYAM, Travancore-Cochin State (South India). 

*3. Chief Secret6u*y to the Government of Madras, 

Fbrt St. George, MADRAS. 

*4. Chief Secretary to the Government of Travancore-Cochin 
TRIVANDMJM^ Travancore-Cochin State (Souto India). 

’*‘5. Chief Secretary to the Government of Mysore, 

BANGALORE (South India) . 
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F. COLLECTOBS OF CUSTOMS AND CENTBM EXCISE: 

1. The Collector of Customs, BOMBAY. 

2. The Collector of Customs, CALCUTTA. 

■i‘3. The Collector of Customs, MADRAS. 

*4. The Collector of Customs, COCHIN. 

^5. The Collector of Customs, JAMNAGAR. 

*6. The Collector of Central Excise, NEW DELHI. 

*7. Asstt. Collector of Central Excise, PURI. 

’*8. Collector of Central Excise & Land Customs, CALCUTTA. 

*9. Dy* Collector of Central Excise & Land Customs, SIILLONG. 
^lO. Dy. Collector of Central Excise, BARODA. 

*11. Dy. Collector of Central Excise & Land Customs, AJMEK. 
*12. Collector of Central Excise, BOMBAY. 
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APPENDIX III 
[yide paragraph 3(d)] 


List of persons who attended the Commission's inquiry on" 

22nd August, 19 52. 

INDIAN RUBBER BOARD: 

1. Shri. A.V. Thomas, 1 Representing Indian Rabber Board, 

M.P.,Chairman. I Kottayam. 

2. Shri V.C. Naidu, j Travan core-Co chin 

Secretary. J State (South India). 

PRODUCERS & ASSOCIATIONS OF PRODUCERS: 

3. Mr. E. Lefevre Representing United Planters' Asso¬ 

ciation of Southern 
India, "Glenview", 

Coonoor, Nilgiris Dist. 
(South India) ^ and 
M/s. Aspinwall & Co. 

Ltd., Alleppey^, 

TravanCOre-Cochin 
State (South India). 

4. Shri M.M. Varghese ,i Association of Planters 

of Travancore, 

Muttambalam P.O., 

■ Kottayam^ Travanco re- 

Cochin State(South India). 

5. Shri A.V. George u Rubber Growers' Asso¬ 

ciation of India, 

Ancheril Buildings, 
Kottayam, and 
A.V. George & Co. Ltd., 
Kottayam, 

Travancore-Cochin State 
(South India). 

6. Shri A.M.J. Anthraper •< Rubber Growers' Asso¬ 

ciation of India, 

Ancheril aiildings, 
Kottayam, 

Travancore-Cochin State 
(South India) . 

7. Mr. F. Hawkings n Harrisons & Crosfield 

Ltd., 

Quiloti (Soutli India). 
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PBOWCEBS 8 ASSOCIATIONS OF PWDUCEBS: (Contd.J 

8. Shri K. Srinivasan Representing A.V. Thomas & Co. Ltd., 

Alleppey, 

Travancore-Cochin State 
(South India). 

9. Mr. J.A. Davidson '• Pierce, Leslie & Co.Ltd.-, 

Kozhikode 1, 

Malabar District 
(Soutfi India). 

CONSUMEBS AND ASSOCIATIONS OF CONSUNEBS: 

10. Shri M.L. Khaitan Representing Association of Rubber 

Manufeicturers in India, 
57-B, Free School Street, 
Post Box No. 391, 
Calcutta} & 

Bata Shoe Co. Ltd.-, 

30, Theatre Road, 
Calcutta-16. 

Association of Rubber 
Manufacturers in India, 
57-B, Free School Street, 
Post Box No. 391, 
Calcutta; & 

Dunlop Rubber Co. (India) 
Ltd., "Dunlop House", 
57-B, Free School Street, 
Post Box No. 391, 
Calcutta; & 

Firestone Tyre & Rubber 
Co. of India Ltd., 

Post Box No. 197, 

Hay Bunder Road, Sewree, 
Bombay. 

Asi»clatlon of Rubber 
Manufacturers in India, 
57-A, Free School 
Street, P.B. No. 391, 
Calcutta; & 

Dunlop Rubber Co.(India), 
Ltd.-, "Dunlop House", 
S7-B, Free School Street, 
E\)St Box No. 391, 
Calcutta-16. 

Indian Rubber Industries 
Association, 

Rahlmtoola House, 

Homji Street, Bombay. 


11. Mr. A.D. Wenzel h 


12.' Shri A..T. Mathew 


13. Shri Lalit Mohan Jainnadas' 

14. Shri Rohit Dave 

15. Shri D.S.; Kulkami 
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CONSUMERS AND ASSOCIATIONS OF CONSUMERS: (Contd.) 


16, Shri K.N. Kalmal, 

Rubber Production 
Commissioner, 
Indian Rubber 
Board. 


C/o Indian Rubber Board, 
Kottayam, 

Travancore-Cochln State 
(South India). 


GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS: 


Representing 


17. Shri K.- Narayana Menon, 

Additional Secretary 
to the Government of 
Travancore-Cochin. 


Government of Travancore- 
Cochin State, Trivandrum,! 
Travancore-Cochin State 
(South India). 
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APPENDIX IV 
[Vide paragraph 7] 


(a) statement showing the monthly consumption of raw rubber 
in India from January, 19S1 to June, 1952., 

(Source:Indian Rubber Board) 


_____ (in tons) 

1951 1952 

January. 1,868 2,059 

February . ....... 1,894 1,980 

March. 1,821 1,954 

J^rll. 2,134 1,598 

May.. 1,576 1,514 

June ....*.. . 1,131 1,757 

July. 2,077 

August. 2,007 

September.. 1,953 

October. 1,788 

November . ...... 2,061 

December.. 2,117 ______ 

total:. 22,427 10,862 


(b) Statement showing the groupwise consumption of raw rubber 
by manufacturers in India from 1950 to 1952 (Jan.-June). 
(Source.'Indlan Rubber Board) 


Un tons) 



1950 

1951 

1952 

(J^uary-June, 

Group 1. . . . 


7,871 

4,118 

Group 2. . . . 


7,275 

2,773 

Group 3. . . . 

. . . . . . . 2,000 

1,366 

415 

Group 4. . . . 


776 

375 

Group 5. . . . 


2,278 

1,579 

Group 6. . . . 


772 

447 

Group 7. . . . 


95 

68 

Scrap Grades . 


222 

119 

Sole Crepe . . 


214 

151 

Latex (l«C). . 

• '•••• 428 

653 

367 

Estimate (Groups not known). 869 

905 

450 


TOTAL: 17,735 

22,427 

10,862 
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APPENDIX V 

[Vide paragraph 8(a)] 

Statement showing the monthly production of raw rubber 
in India from January. 1949 to June, 1952. 

(Source: Indian Rubber Board) 

____ (In tons) _ 

1949 1950 1951 1952 


January ..... . 1,326 1,291 1,307 1,651 

February. . . . . ... 257 208 260 325 

March . . . . . . . 798 988 902 1,127 

April . . . .• .• .• . . ... 1,563 1,640 1,664 1,973 

May . . . . . . ... 1,240 1,450 1,808 1,533 

June ........... 8&4 836 562 1,153 

July ........... 904 758 1,258 

August 1,245 1,053 1,654 

September ......... 1,410 1,414 1,756 

October .......... 1,944 1,937 1,807 

November ... . 2,011 1,975 1,981 

December ... . 2,035 2,049 2,189 

TOTAL: 15,587 15,599 17,148 7,762 




















